
“Dr. King Asks Non-Violence 
In Little Rock School Crisis” 

26 Sept 
1957 

26 September 1957 
Atlanta, Ga. 

Responding to events in Little Rock, King sent a telegram offering advice to local 
minister Roland Smith and Daisy Bates, president of the Arkansas NAACP and 
advisor to the Little Rock Nine.’ The text of the telegram, which appeared in the 
Atlanta Daily World, is printed below. 

“Urge the people of Little Rock to adhere rigorously to a way of non-violence 
at this time. I know this is difficult advice at a time when you are being terrorized, 
stoned, and threatened by ruthless mobs. But non-violence is the only way to a 
lasting solution of the problem. 

‘You must meet physical force with soul force. You have no alternative but to 
continue the struggle for integrated schools, but do it with a thorough commit- 
ment to Christian principles. If the white mobs of Little Rock choose to be un- 
christian and disgracefully barbaric in their acts, you must continue to be Chris- 
tian and dignified in yours. 

“History is on your side. World opinion is with you. The moral conscience of 
millions of white Americans is with you. Keep struggling with this faith and the 
tragic midnight of anarchy and mob rule which encompasses your city at this time 
will be transformed into the glowing daybreak of freedom and justice.” 

PD. Atlanta Daily World, 2 6  September 1957. 

1 .  For further discussion of this communication see King to Smiley, 24 October 1957, 
pp. 290-291 in this volume. The actual telegram has not been located. 

“Advice for Living’’ 

October 1957 
Chicago, Ill. 

Question: Why did God make Jesus white, when the majority of peoples in the world 
are non-white? 

Answer: The color of Jesus’ skin is of little or no consequence. The whiteness 
or blackness of one’s skin is a biological quality which has nothing to do with the 
intrinsic value of the personality. The significance of Jesus lay, not in His color, 
but in His unique God-consciousness and His willingness to surrender His will to 
God’s will. He was the Son of God, not because of His external biological make- 
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up, but because of His internal spiritual commitment. He would have been no 
more significant if His skin had been black. He is no less significa.nt because His 
skin was white.’ 

Question: 

Answer: 

Our family has had more than its share ofpain and troubk Does God send 
pain and anguish to punish us for our sins and the sins of our fathers? 

You are really raising the question, “Why do men suffer?” It is often 
true that we suffer because of sins we consciously or unconsciously commit. There 
are moral laws of the universe just as abiding as the physical laws, and when we 
disobey these moral laws we suffer tragic consequences. It is also true that the in- 
terrelatedness of human life often necessitates our suffering for the sins of our 
forefathers. We must admit, however, that we are often the victims of pain and 
suffering that cannot be explained by sins committed by ourselves or our fore- 
fathers. We must admit that there is some mystery surrounding God’s being. There 
are certain things that happen in our lives and in the life of the universe that we 
just can’t explain in rational terms. You must live by the faith that all suffering has 
some purpose which the finite mind of man can never comprehend. 

Question: 

Answer: 

My husband follows the horses closely. He says that it is legally right to 
gamble, but I say it is morally wrong. Is it possible to reconcile our conflicting viewpoints? 

Your husband is correct in saying that gambling is often legally right. 
You, however, are correct in saying that gambling is morally wrong. One should 
live by the principle that he will not take from society without giving to it. The or- 
derly existence of society is dependent upon this type of reciprocity. Gambling is 
based on the principle of taking from society without giving anything in return. 
It is really getting something for nothing. Powerful, organized gambling makes 
for a breakdown in the structure of social life and a breakdown in the moral prin- 
ciples of any society. You should seek to get this idea over to your husband by pa- 
tiently explaining the moral issues involved. You should make it clear to him that 
a thing may be legally right and morally wrong. 

Question: 

Answer: 

How do you reconcile Paul’s statements on obeying duly- constituted author- 
ities, Romans 13 : 1-7, with the Negro’s campaign of passive resistance in, the South? 

Like many Biblical affirmations, the words of the Apostle Paul must 
be interpreted in terms of the historical setting and psychological mood of the 
age in which they were written. The Apostle Paul-along with all of the early 
Christians-believed that the world was coming to an end in a few days. Feeling 
that the time was not long the Apostle Paul urged men to concentrate on prepar- 
ing themselves for the new age rather than changing external conditions. It was 
this belief in the coming new age and the second coming of Christ which condi- 
tioned a great deal of Paul’s thinking. Early Christianity was far from accepting 
the existing social order as satisfactory, but it was conscious of no mission to 

1. Following the publication of this column, King received a follow-up question from a reader who 
was “disturbed” by King’s apparent acceptance of the belief that Jesus was white: ‘‘I believe, as you 
do, that skin color ‘shouldn’t be’ important, but I don’t believe Jesus was white. What is the basis for 
your assumption that he was?” King did not reply (Questions and answers for “Advice for Living,” 
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change it for the better. It taught its adherence neither to conform to the exter- 
nal framework of their time, nor to seek directly to alter it, but to live within it a 
life rooted in a totally different order. Today we live in a new age, with a different 
theological emphasis; consequently we have both a moral and religious justifica- 
tion for passively resisting evil conditions within the social order. 

3 Oct 
1957 

Question: I believe in integration and workfor it with all my heart, but I a m  unable 
to reconcile my feelings on this point with continued support of the United Negro CollegeFund. 
Am I wrong? 

Answer: I feel that you are wrong in your feeling concerning the United Ne- 
gro College Fund. There is no contradiction in believing in integration and sup- 
porting the United Negro College Fund. You must remember that although Ne- 
gro colleges are by and large segregated institutions, they are not segregating 
institutions. If these colleges are properly supported they will survive in an inte- 
grated society. Many of these colleges already have white students. It is not true to 
feel that as soon as integration becomes a thoroughgoing reality the so-called Ne- 
gro private colleges will close down. In supporting these Negro colleges we are 
only seeking to make sure that the quality and caliber of these schools are of such 
nature that they will be appealing to all people. 

Question: I’m confused, I hear some men of God argue persuasively in favor of segre- 
gation and then others say it’s sinful. I would like to know once and for all, with no ij$ ands 
and buts, can a man  be a Christian and a staunch segregationist, too? 

I do not feel that a man can be a Christian and a staunch segregation- 
ist simultaneously. All men, created alike in the image of God, are inseparately 
bound together. This is at the very heart of the Christian Gospel. This broad uni- 
versalism standing at the center of the Christian Gospel makes segregation morally 
evil. Racial segregation is a blatant denial of the unity which we have in Christ. 
There is not a single passage in the Bible-properly interpreted-that can be 
used as an argument for segregation. Segregation is utterly unchristian. It substi- 
tutes the person-thing relationship for the person-to-person relationship. 

Answer: 

PD. Ebony, October 1957, p. 53. 

From J. Pius Barbour 

3 October 1957 
Chester, Pa. 

Chaos reigned on theJl0o-r of the 4 September meeting of the National Baptist 
Convention after the organizationk president,J. H. Jackson, declared he would not 
abide by an amendment limiting presidential tenure. Waving large photos of their 
candidate, Jackson supporters at the Louisville meeting voted him by acclamation to 
a$Ph one-year term. Opponents, including King and Barbour, believed thatjackson 
had orchestrated the unannounced voice vote, and Jackson’s more outspoken adversaries 
gathered at a local church to plot a legal challenge to the election. During the next four 
days of the convention, the dispute devolved several times into shouting matches 281 
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